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Applic ant Initiated Interview Request Form 

Application No.: 10/707,365 
Examiner: Hu 9 h M Jones 



Art Unit: 



First Named Applicant: Kenneth Boyd 

2128 Status of Application: Finaf Rejection 



Tentative Participants: 
(1) Angela M. Brunetti 

O) 



Proposed Date of Interview: Week of 3/2/09 



(2) Examiner Hugh M. Jones 
(4) 



Proposed Time: 10:00 AM EST am/PM 



Type of Interview Requested: 

(1) {/] Telephonic (2) [ j Personal (3) □ Video Conference 

Exhibit To Be Shown or Demonstrated: YES |^| NO 

If yes, provide brief description: Summary of explanation in response to Advisory Action dated 2/18/09 



Issues To Be Discussed 



Issues 
(ReU Obj., etc) 

(1) Rej- 



Claims/ 
Fig.#s 

1-3,7-12,16-29 



Prior 
Art 



Pallot 



(2) 
(3) 
(4) 



Discussed 


Agreed 


Not Agreed 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 




□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 



\</ | Continuation Sheet Attached 



Brief Description of Argument to be Presented: 

See Continuation Sheet 



An interview was conducted on the above-identified application on 

NOTE: This form should be completed by applicant and submitted to the examiner in advance of the interview 
(see MPEP § 713.01). 

This application will not be delayed from issue because of applicant's failure to submit a written record of this 
interview. Therefore, applicant is advised to file a statement of the substance of this interview (37 CFR 1 I33(h\\ a* 
soon as possible. w/» 
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In the Advisory Action the Examiner remarked that Applicant's arguments were not 
persuasive. Specifically, the Examiner asserted that the act of "avoiding understeering" does not 
mean that the understeering hasn't begun, and instead means that corrective action is taken when 
the onset of understeering is detected, and that understeering is thus avoided. 

Applicants respectfully disagree and assert that the Pallot reference does not teach the 
detection of understeering. It is respectfully asserted that the Pallot reference teaches detecting a 
potential onset of tire saturation. Therefore, if understeering occurs as the result of a vehicle 
parameter not related to tire saturation, it will not be detected or addressed according to the 
teachings of Pallot. Further, the Pallot reference teaches taking corrective action upon the 
detection of a threshold limit being reached, and that threshold limit applies to tire saturation, not 
understeering. The tire saturation threshold limit taught by Pallot is set to prevent the occurrence 
of tire saturation, thereby avoiding the occurrence of understeering altogether. 

The Examiner also indicated that it is not clear how corrective action could be taken if the 
onset of understeering is not detected. 

Applicants assert that because Pallot is teaching the detection of a limit for tire saturation 
that is reached before tire saturation occurs, that corrective action may be taken in advance of the 
occurrence of tire saturation. Therefore, corrective action taken to prevent tire saturation will 
have the result of avoiding any effects of tire saturation, one of which may be understeering. 

Finally, the Examiner stated that, for the sake of argument and considering Applicants' 
arguments, the ability to allegedly prevent understeering before it can occur presupposes a model 
of understeering, such as referred to in Pallot at column 8, lines 21-24. 

Applicants respectfully assert that because Pallot is directed to detecting a threshold limit 
for tire saturation, and not detecting understeering, that it does not presuppose a model of 
undesteering as asserted by the Examiner. It is respectfully asserted that the Pallot reference 
presupposes a model of tire saturation and not a model of understeering as claimed in the present 
invention. 
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